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| submit the following commients in response to the Localism Notice of Proposedggekigﬂﬂg?ﬂa@m
‘NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of.
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do rfot share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadeaster, must present.

2 The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has _

consaientiously objedts 1o the Hessags.” The First Amendmen f’erbﬂs*ump@s“nﬂeﬁ‘ of message S'Jelivery -
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency -- and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would he
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whehever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above,
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulen}u_aa'res ﬁ;\’e
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. ail HOOm

Comments in Response to Localism Notlce of Proposed:Rulemaking
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Any new FCC rules, pollelee or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do net share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

@) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expenswe and potent|ally ruinous renewal proceedings.

5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staif presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.
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Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

@) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values, The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, compigints and evei loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatiblie viewpoirts to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air tifne. Proposed public aceess requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects td'the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not foree revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice:
of programming, especially. religious progranjming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and*
proposals to force reporting on such things as whe produced what programs would intrude on ‘
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4)  The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from. routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadeasters, Those wbestg)y true to their consciences and present only the messages they
cgr‘té,qurjg'z_.tﬁ?théii" beliefs:couldifage lang; eXpensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadeasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricityflowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche:and smaller market-broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever.a statig‘;t is on the ajr and, (b) by further restricting main studio location chaices.
Raising costs with-these. proposals wotld force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, prgcedures, or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan, 24, 2008, in MB' Deckéi No. 04-233. FCC Mail i .o

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, .especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from -
people who do not share thelr values. The NPRM's-proposed-advisory board. proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own

consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dlctatlng what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to airtime, Proposéd public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the hessagé. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

3) The FCC mustnot-force revelation of-specific editorial decision-faking information. - The'¢hoice ™~
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency ~ and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would infrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routiné renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain clagses of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those Who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face lohg, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing i$ oftén 4 challénge. - Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by, substarifially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence wh&hevér & station is of the air and, (b) by further-restricting main studio location choices.
Ratijmg ?osts with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of PropE.{é@R,nyF&?lgin,g (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Dageket-No. 04233, L

.Anyjnew:FQC les, policies or proggdurgs must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, wold do so ~ and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who.do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such

unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advige from those who-don't share their - - - - -

values could face increased harassment, c@mpl'aihts-zamde\ier_i. less of license fér:chooesing;te-follow.their own
consciences, rather than allowing ine;g.mgkaﬁ'ﬁle, viewpoints t& shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, iﬁeludi'nfj‘» the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints-a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition.of message delivery
mandates on any.religion. : T '

(3 The FCC must not force revelation of gpecific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially,nn;féfi’ lous programming, i$ not pr?)érly,gictatgd by any government agency — and
‘prepesalsdorforce rggeﬁtir?\g oj@:s,u’gch*thi’ﬁé‘é“as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-pretSeted. editorial chsices,

4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically Abagned.‘,from.‘rputjneunemgwal gpplieatien processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of céntaip*’ghsses of.applicants’by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadeasters. Thosewho stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond te their beliefs could face long, expensive-andgpotentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

_(8)_ ___ __Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular

stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge.  Yel, the Comfnission proposestofurther— - -
squeeze niche and smaller market broadeagters, by substafitizlly raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presepce whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest. :

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed RUIemal?—D&@ﬁ\/l .
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. ail Rcom

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

1) The FCC must nhot force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, 1o take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, co?n;plairit,Sﬁand everi loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing-incompatiblé viewpoints to shapé their programming. The First

Amendment prehibits ,gpygmmej’té .imclq:ttdjng: tﬁie FE&E, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,

i
St

particularly a religiotis broadcaster, must presenit.
(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has

rights to air time. Propoesed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

s —consgientiously;objectsto-the-messagemsihe FirstAmendment-forbids-imposition-of- message-delivery
mandates on aygly n’éﬁ’di‘ém.’ - % RER AN "‘ﬁ?{ AR

3 ‘ The FCC miust not frce revelatiofi-of specific-editerial decision-making information. The choice

of programming, e_spﬂgcjglly;re‘ligiqlus.pr@grammjmg,,is‘mot properly dictated by any government agency — and

proposals:1o féfeefepantingion sﬁn;{tm@:gsfasMh@;gp?@aaméed Whatiprograms would intrude on

constitutionallyprotected editorial choices. :

CH) The FCC must not establish a iwo-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees wouid be
automatically barred from.routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadeasters. Those wihoe stay true te-thejr consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

5 Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing-is often a challende. ° Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising.costs with_these proposals would force service cutbacks ~ and curtailed service is contrary to the

E)

public interest. e e

e FGC not)tg adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed RulemaMkR (t'hﬁ 2008
"NPRM’), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.
FCC Ma.. .«

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadeasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
-particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) " The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application procéssing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissieners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Fhose who-stay-true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadeasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electficity flowingsis ofteri a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a statiogl is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these:pidposals would force service cutbacks —and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemakmg[ffhb

“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

)] The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from

- people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such

unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their

“values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own

consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatlcally barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory specual renewal
review of certain classes of‘applicants by theiCommissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Thg_gﬁggm'stay"trm fostheir consciences-and present: only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs.¢otlld*face leng, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche'and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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1 submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice ofm Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No, 04-233. FCC Mcil Ro¢

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — ahd must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advicé from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine. renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
_religious broadcasters. Those whe stay-true to-their consciences-and present only the messages they
‘correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeéze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
‘Rajsiig. costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest. g

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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1 submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposeeegé}ﬁaklin'g‘ (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procédunes must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
.proposals discussed in the NPRW, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

W) The FGC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing-incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time, Profposed public access requirements would do so ~ even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects o the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatlcally barred from rautunesrenewal appllication processing. The proposed mandatory speclal renewal
review of certain classes of appllcants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religidus broadcasters. Those.wje stay ‘true to their Gonseiences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
‘Rajsing costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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MAR 1 8 2008
| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. C Vil Rcom

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
.unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message dehvery
mandates on any religion.

3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine,renewal application processing. The proposed andatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to thigir consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular

stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is oftén a ¢hallenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further

squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters by substantially: raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring

staff presence whenever a station is on the aif:and, (b) by furtherrestricting main studio location choices.

Rat!:mg :zosts with these proposals would fercel service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
ublic interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking Mﬂﬁ 18 200
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. F 8
"\r\

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number oi““‘“ ec
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

n The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery

mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadeasters. Those-who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

3/9/08
Date

Signature

2140 21% Rd Sterling KS 67579}
_Flizabeth Stange ‘

Address
Name
(620) 278-2800
: . Phone
Title (if any)
. Orgafiization (if any)




Received & lnsperted

| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed %5!@1@@%
“NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. FCo i
C L

- Any.new FCC rules,. policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of’
%, p[opesals discussed.in lthe NPRM, if emacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.
v 3

() The FCC musgnot force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their vafues Tihe NPRM’§~ jroposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters ho resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complalnfs~amgle en-lass of license for choosmg to follow their own
' conseiences, rafhent aﬁﬁﬂowmg inco paT’b{‘er viewpojnts to sﬁape their programming. The First
«Ame Jde nent P@bl gcavemr:neg;:J ucEglng CC “from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
apanﬁ’eul_a iy are present;
, PINE;
‘{f“ ) -,_(2;)}. . The FCE mustinot tuin every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
‘ r‘i@hts‘%o air time. Proposed public access requirements would de so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

jolis. broadcaster: muis

1(3) L 2 Tla WFCC must not ferce revelation of spemf c editorial decision-making information. The choice
a:quimg espeg#tj]wigellgleus pregramming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
OPeS s‘lg fereeurepe ing-on- such things as who produced what programs would intrude on

'con stifl lonally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatlcally barred from routine renewal apphcaﬂon&pfocessmg The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadeasters. Those wlhio stay true to their consciences and-present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate op tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity ﬂgwmg is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
stqu preserice whenever a statlo,n lis‘on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Ralsmgx cosfs with theserproposals wouldforce service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the

- public:interest. .

We urge thie FCC not to adopt rules; procedures or palicies discussed above.
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TO: The Secretary, Federal Communications Commission M Aﬁ
12" Street NW. Akb‘] 8 2008
Washington, DC 20554  Attn: Chief, Media Bureau F M ‘
l}

Comments/ Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking MB Docket No. 04-233

| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.
Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.
(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM'’s proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those
who don’t share'their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of
_ license.for choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints
to shape their programming. The First Amendment prohjbits government, including the FCC, from
dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.
. (2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone
L has rightg to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious
broadcaster conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of
message delivery mandates on any religion.
(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The
choice of programming, especiaily religious programming, is not properly dictated by any =
government agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what ’
programs would intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.
(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory
. special renewal review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would
amount to coercion of religious broadcasters, Those who stay true to their consciences and
present only the messages they correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and
potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.
(6) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to
further squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two
ways:
(a) by requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and,
T (by.by. further restricting main studio location choices.

.. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks and curta &
_“contrary to the public interest. ,
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Cgmmentsiin ‘Response to Localism Nm;ig.g of Proposed Ralemaking

3 .
'MB'Docket No, 04:233 Received & Inspecteg
I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemakin%&he
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. R 1 8 2008

new FCC rules. polici ocedures taust not violate First Amendment rights. A riuf@{@r Riail Ro- ,
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopfed. b

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their vaiues. The NPRM'’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose stich
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2) The FCC must not furn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air fime. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

)] The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making informafion. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

“4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
aufomatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of cerfain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themsefves would amount fo coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay frue to their consciences and present only the messages they
cofrespond tortheirbeliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

®) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smalier market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing s often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market brogdcasters, by substantially raising costs in fwo ways: (&) by requiring
‘staff presence whenever a stafion is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service ‘cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We iirge the FCC not to adopt rules, edures or policies discussed above.
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. MAR 1 62008

/ Comglents in Response to Localism Notlce of Proposed Rulemaking
FCC Mail Room

MB DocKet No. 04-233
1 submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM'’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don'’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

) The.FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners.themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true te their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

) . Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

,w ﬂ“\ : mWe‘urge the FCC not.to adopt rules, procedures or pohcles discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemakmg Received & Inspecter
MB Docket No. 04-233

MAR 182008
| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. FCC M.
|

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposais discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own-
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(3] The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay frue to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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i f o L
I submit the following corriients in résponse to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the “NPRM?
released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. F(%"g R RBom

Any new FCC rules, policies or procediires muék ?ét vidlats Fill'st Amendment rights. A number of proposals
discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do sb — and miSt not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, ésbecially reli jous broa‘dcgasters, to take advice from people who do not share
their valtes. The NPRM's proposed advisory:Board propgsals would.irgrpose su¢h unconstitutional mandates. Religious
broadcésters who resist advice from those Who don't share their values could facé increased harassment, complaints and
even loss of license for choosing to follow 1 ‘élipwn congiences, rather than allopving incompatible viewpoints to shape
their programming.- The First/Afficndmint gfe iibits ‘govelliment, in6lilding the FGC, from dictating what viewpoints a -
broadcaster, particularly a religi6us broadcastér, must présent.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio statibﬁ into a public forum w;h:ere anyone‘and everyone has rights to air time.

Proposed public access requireﬁ?’e‘nts \n/:e.ulﬂ:pggaso —ever if a religipls broadcas}‘er conscientiously objects to the

message. The First Amendmen ,’iomiggirﬁggalsjgigmgﬂm@s.sageddivemmand‘atés on any-religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decisiori-;rfmaking information. The choice of programming,
especially religious programming, is not propérly dictat‘eid by any government agency — and proposals to force reporting on
such things as who produced what programs would intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be automatically barred
from routine renewal applicationsprocessing. The proposed mandatory special renewal review of certain classes of
applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to
their consciences and present only the messages they correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and
potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(6) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular stations. Keeping the
electricity flowing is oftén a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further squeeze niche and smaller market
broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air
and;{b) by fuitherréstricting main studio location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service
cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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MAR 18 2008
| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. FCC Mail incom

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM if enacted would do so ~ and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for chooslng to follow their own
consciences, rather, than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2) The FCC must-not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone.and.everyone has
F—w - - ——Tights"teair tiffe-"PToposed"puUbIiC acCess Tequirements. would do so —even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, espedially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notiée of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233 MAR 182008

1 submit the following comments in response fo the Localism Notice of Proposed R&é?n&.hﬂitﬂeﬁoom
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss.of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency ~ and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would infrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force seryice cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not-te adopt rules,progedires oripdlicies discussed above.
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Referénce MB Docket No. 04-233

* The Secretary Received & Inspected

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, SW MAR 182008

Washington, DC 20554
FCC Mail Room

ledia Bureau Chief,

| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures
must not violate First Amendment rights — period! A number of proposals discussed in the NPRM, if
enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted. Please see the following:

The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from people
who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incorpatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
oonscrentrously objects t to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery -

ndates i any‘relrgro
L¥" L frhe'FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice of
programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
auto)matrcally barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
reviewbf celrtain'tlassest of applicants’by the Comimissisners thiéfselves wouldsamount to coercion of
relrgrous broadcasters. Those who stay trué to-their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to therr beliefs could face long, expensrve and potentially ruinous renewal proceedmgs
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Lastly, many Christian br‘oadcasters operate on tight budgéts, as do’ many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the eleétricity flowmg is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market-broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a-station.is on the air and (b) by further restricting-main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposalls would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary tothe
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[ submit the following comments in fesponse to the Localism Notice of ProposedrRGrngh&{llf'ré1 (e’
“NPRIM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do nat share their values. The NPRM’s proposeqéadwse(y board proposals would impose such
unconstltutlonal mandates R'éhgqus broadcasters whb- resLst adv:ce from those who don't share their

eht, complaints.and eveh loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consctences tather than allowmg mcompattble viewnoints to shape their programming. The First

Amendment prohlbltsjgevemment including the FCC,  from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
articularly a- religious’broadcaster, must present.

2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects 1o e message The 'Flrst Amendment forpids 1mposfnon of message delivery .
mandates- on—any-rejlglon -

3). The FCCamgst not@gce revelatuomoﬂsgecnﬁc editorial degision-making mformatlon The choice
of programming, especnally religious programmmgy is'not propefly dlctated by any government agency — and

prmpesa\s to.force repmi‘lmg on 'a;uc’n ihings as who produced what programs would intrude on
cons ntutlonal’fl-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amourt to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
cofrespond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a chailenge. Yet, the Commission proposes fo further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtalled service is contrary to the
public interast.

‘i We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
o
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

s @oiments iiReShoits to ghalismiNotice ofiProposed Rillatitaking
" NBIDokELNG, oaTs

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FEC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do notshare their values. The NPRM S proposed‘adwsory board proposals would impose suich
unconstitutional- mangates Rellglous broadéasters who resist advrce from those whio don't share their
yalueshceuldiface" nereasedkharassme‘ht co plalnts and-evéiyloss.dfdicense fonchoesmg to follow their own
conscrenees ra%eﬁﬂi\ﬁleﬂvmgﬁﬁcompaﬂb e vrewpernts to shape their prograraming. The First
Amepditient prohlblts gev‘ernme,nt including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present

2) The FCC must not turn every radio station lnto a publlc forum where anyone and everyone has
i~ - ——-tightsto.air fime. .Proposed.public.access requi
, corsEisttiously objge ojiie rijessagely THE }:@5 7y rend’%ﬁn i
ma,,ndates ony ny relrgLon

(3) The FC ust not for force reaytelatron of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice

. Iﬁr‘?grgu i Ag: espem'g,@relrgreusqpragrammmg, is not: properly ) dictated by any government agency — and
%repesais 1o ferce reporhng on sucﬁ thmgs as 'who produced what programs would irtrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees woulid be
automaticallyfbarred from routine renewal application processing. The propesed mandatory special renewal
review of certgm classes 6f-applicants by the Commissioners themséives would amourtt to coercion of
rehgrous broadcastsrs. . Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to‘their-béliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing-is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and-smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
slaff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio iocation choices.
Raising costs with these proposails would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed dﬁ@nﬁéd\ﬁ@ifﬂa’oom
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a publicforum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message The First Amendment forbids lmposmon of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true'to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever.a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with fhese ’proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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MB Docket No. 04-233
I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed RulemakMéthhl 8 2008
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. ECC Mol Do
U Vi e il .

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

@) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public ferum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would infrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC -must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious.broadcasters. Those who-stay frue to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond-to-their-beliefs-could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight-budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever-a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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1 submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. FCC Mol Rarmm

Comments in; Response 1o Lgcalism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2) The FCC must not turn every radio statiorr into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious prograrmming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4y - The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religioussbroadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to'their baliefs could face long, expensive and potentlally ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challerige. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze hiche and smaller market broadcasters, by, substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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MB Docket No. 04-233 MAR 18 2008

‘o) £t
t submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Ruleﬁg‘k‘iﬁg'\(the) .
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so ~ and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public accessrequirements would do so — gven if a religious broadcaster ~
consgientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids impesition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(C)] The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(B) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
- pegple who do ot share their values. The NPRM‘s proposed adV|sory board proposals would impose stich
u'nconstltutlogal mandates Religious broadcasters who resist aéivice from those who don’t share their
.ol valyés could face increased harassment, cornplamts and even loss of license for choosmg to follow their own
SRt - ' copscignitesft ather“’chan allowing incompatible Viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
co Amendmént grohlbjts gevernmént, includingithe £CC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a rehglous ‘broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
___ rights: _to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

- §opsie thu_s1y ObjthS todhe i message‘ sage. Lhes F'r's“ tAmepdmentforbids imposifion of message delivery
mandates* '?ény eligion. -

i éfi Specia y”re lglous programmmg, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
o GRe alsitoXorce) re Orting; onsuch things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constfﬁtlonally protécted-editorial choices.

& %3}? must not nforce revelation of speclflc editorial decision-making information. The choice

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
agtomahcally, barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
“refiew. of ‘ceftain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
[ellglous>broadcasters Those who stay frue to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond. & thelr bellefs could face Iong, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often'a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
publlc interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, ‘procedures or policies discussed above.
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MB Docket No. 04-233 MAR 18 2008
| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed R@@qbirég,(t'h{eo 0
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. m

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

W) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take ‘advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must présent.

2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious.broadcasters. Those who stay frue to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulem&“f% (315 2008
“NPRM?"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. ECO |
T Vil
Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any govemment agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who preduced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
comespond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main stutlio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
‘NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. R

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects-te the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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